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Boston  Redevelopment  Authority 


/ 


Robert!.  Kenney/  Director 


City  Hall 

Room  900, 1  City  Hall  Square 
Boston,  Massachusetts  02201 
Telephone  (617)  722-4300 


Councillor  Christopher  I.  lannella 

Chairman,  Committee  on  Urban  Development 

Boston  City  Council 

Council  Chambers 

City  Hall 

Boston,  Massachusetts   02201 

Dear  Councillor  lannella: 
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Over  the  past  two  and  one  half  years  of  public  consideration  of  the  Park 
Plaza  Urban  Renewal  Project,  overwhelming  support  in  public  testimony, 
statements  and  editorials  has  been  expressed  by  representatives  of 
business,  institutions,  labor  and  media.  Before  a  three  month  public 
hearing  held  by  the  Boston  City  Council  and  four  public  hearings  held  by 
the  Massachusetts  Department  of  Community  Affairs,  these  representatives, 
time  and  again,  some  on  as  many  as  five  occasions,  have  spoken  out  for 
approval  of  Park  Plaza.  I  cannot  impose  upon  these  people  for  another 
endorsement;  instead,  I  am  listing  the  groups  and  representatives  who 
have  spoken  out  publicly  for  the  project  and  am  attaching  a  sampling  of 
■their  statements. 

Greater  Boston  Real  Estate  Board 

Massachusetts  State  Building  and  Construction  Trades  Council 

Retail  Trade  Board  of  Boston 

Greater  Boston  Chamber  of  Commerce 

Tufts  New  England  Medical  Center 

Boston  Municipal  Research  Bureau 

Back  Bay  Association 

Greater  Boston  Hotel  and  Motor  Inn  Association 

Building  and  Construction  Trades  Council  of  the  Metropolitan  District 

Chinese  Consolidated  Benevolent  Association  of  New  England 

Hotel  and  Restaurant  Employees'  and  Bartenders'  International  Union 

His  Excellency,  Francis  W.  Sargent,  Governor  of  the  Commonwealth  of 

Massachusetts 
Ralph  Fine,  Chairman,  Boston  Finance  Commission 
Robert  Jordan,  Executive  Vice  President,  New  England  Life 
Robert  L.  Marr 

Richard  S.  Shreve,  President,  Shreve,  Crump  &  Low  Co. 
Lawrence  T.  Perera,  Former  Chairman,  Boston  Finance  Commission 
Louis  Perlstein,  President,  Louis,  Inc. 
William  R.  Ebersol ,  Vice  President  and  General  Manager,  Ritz  Carlton 

Hotel 
Roger  H.  Saunders,  President,  The  Lenox 
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John  Philopoulos,  57  Complex  ' 

Boston  Globe 

Boston  Herald  Traveler 

WBZ  TV 

WNAC  TV 

WCVB  TV 

WEEI 

WHDH 

WBZ  Radio 

WNAC  Radio 

Although  I  am  sending  a  copy  of  this  letter  to  each  Councillor,  I  request 
that  you  publicly  read  it  into  the  record  of  the  committee's  hearing  on 
January  22,  1974. 


Director 

Attachments 

cc:  James  Michael  Connolly 
Lawrence  S,  DiCara 
Louise  Day  Hicks 
Christopher  A.  lannella 
Frederick  C.  Langone 
Patrick  F.  McDonough 
Gerald  F.  O'Leary 
Albert  L.  O'Neil 
Joseph  M.  Tierney 


Digitized  by  the  Internet  Archive 

in  2011  with  funding  from 

Boston  Public  Library 


http://www.archive.org/details/letterdated22jan00bost 
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BOSTON  MUNICIPAL  RESEARCH  BUREAU 


King  Upton,  Chairman 

Robert  J.  Spiller,  Ut  Vice  Ctiairman 

John  Ryan,  2d  Vice  Chairman 

Oliver  F.  Ames,  Treasurer 

Joseph  R.  Barresi,  Executive  Director 


January  21,  1974 


Christopher  A.  lannella,  Chairman 

Committee  on  Urban  Development 

Boston  City  Council 

City  Hall 

Boston,  Massachusetts  02201 


Dear  Councillor  lannella. 

Enclosed  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  which  the  Boston  Municipal 
Research  Bureau  sent  to  the  State  Department  of  Community  Affairs 
on  January  11,  1974  in  support  of  the  Park  Plaza  project. 

We  would  like  this  letter  read  into  the  records  of  your 
committee's  hearing  of  January  22,  1974  on  Docket  Nos.  1969  and 
1970  and  Docket  No.  1929  as  our  position  on  the  Park  Plaza  pro- 
ject. 


I 
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Sincerely  yours. 


Joseph  R.  Barresi 
Executive  Director 
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m  WASHINGTON  STRECT,  BOSTON,  MA3SACHUSEnS  02108  •   TEL.  482-3626 


A  private  enterprise  in  the  public  service 


BOSTON  MUNICIPAL  RESEARCH  BUREAU,    294  Washington   Street,    Boston,   Ma.    02108 

Janunjrjr  11,    197A 


lj^%}in  S,  \1.   Crampton,  Commifinlonsr 
Dapajrtincnt  of  Community  Affniro 
Levcvati:  Saltonntall  Bnildlnf* 
100  CGr.ibridga   i'.trc.at 
Cootonj,  llasGCschuGotto     02202 

Daar  Gcnrslonioner  Crnnpton, 

Thn  Eontcn  ilunicipnl  nosofirch  F.urfinii  J.n  ITovGnbcr,    1971  rccon" 
Ecndad  thnt;  ths  ror-C:on  Cii;y  Council  cpprova  tha   Park  Plar^a   ProjccJ:  \;ith 
thrcs  cor;'Jli(;:'.on.'J.      In  Jup.g,    1970  3    t^f""-"  Ronanrch  Duronu  rcltGrato;!  itn 
approval  of   Cho  Park  Plnsn   Pi.-ojccfc  sub.^cct  to  the  Gcccpt'-onca  of  t\;o  of; 
the  Roc2n"ch  Diiroan'o  ccndiuionc  end  cddacl  tj:o  other  conditiiona  of 
opproval  ao  n   ircGul?:  of  tha  nvipplc.n-.ant.-il  AgrccTTiont  to  the  Latter  of 
Intent. 

Tha  RGfioarch  Bureau  ntatoo  an^'^-n  itr,   rupport  of  th^  Pari:  'Plaza 
Project  fine!  ia   cntiloficd  thofc   itc  origln-il  condif: xon  of  npprovnl  poi"= 
toinlnr;  to  tls?.  tcnnn  of  default  hen  besn  ricccp'-ecl . 

Tho  Roocnrch  Puronu  in  tcntimony  before  the  Cocton  City  Coun=' 
cil  on  IIovc.~ber  ?.lj    1971  ^rcconrr.sndc'l  thnt  the  City  Coun.';:'.!  nppvova  the 
Park  rio.^n  Project  xrith  the  follo^.unjj  three  conditiono: 

1)  To  rcflueo  the  doubt  ebout   le^nlity  of  the  project 5   the  G'.ty 
Council,,  before  rnprovin^  the  pinn,   chould  h.nve  th.o  I'ayei:  or  EPA  cecure 
en  opin:".on  fron  qualified  bond  couneel  on  the  bond  ircue. 

2)  The  initinl  denoelt  by  Urben  nhould  be  reiced  to  t,l.^>  nil" 
7-ion  in  cnch  or  cccontriblo   Icttern  of  C':cd5.t,     Tain  rn!Dun':  Db.nr.ltl  "re  rcd-r.cd 
by  the  emount  \:hicb.  Urben  reimburneo  the  Authority  for  the  Authority  ^n 
c^rponeeo  es  defined  In  Vc\i~t   XII,   perngrephri  3  nnd  A  of  the  propoeed  L-ettor 
of  Zntcnt.     The  depocit  ^"ould  not  be  reduced  belc:?  (51,0  nlllion  Ci  the 
rcDult  of  thoae  rolr'.burccr.enta.     The  rer.nlnlnrj  deponltj  not   Iccn   thnn 

01.0  nilllonj  ^rould  be  reduced  to  $5005009  upon  cntlcfnetor}^  ccninJetlon 
of  Phano  A"l  ""  the  contcznplntcd  hotel  end  pnrkin,''  fncilitioe .     'Ihe 
rcnelnins  CSO'^^nCOO  xrould  rcmnin  conetnnt  until  ell  other  pb.neos  of   the 
project  through  C  \:ero  ccir.piete, 

3)  The  torme  of  the  deposit  n.n   net  forth  In  the  propoced  T^et" 
tor  of  Intent  on  pfip.oa  XT!"?//   Dhould  be  chnnced  to  provide  that.   If  Urbnn 
ohall  Cnll   to  perforTi  nny  of  itn  oblicntiono   in  connection  \jith  tb.e  pro" 
jcctp   it  \7ould  forfeit  the  deponlt   then  belnj;  held  unlene   ite  fnilure 
aholl  be  due  to  caucoa  beyond  Urben'.T  reneombie  control  find  uhicli  Urbnn 
could  not  hnve  roeeonably  forccecn  \jhen  It  entered  into   tiie  Letter  of 
Intents   p7rovldod  th'it  nny  lack  of  avnllnbllity  of  finanelns  and  credit 
ohnll  not  crtcune   noa--pcrfom"nce  by  Urbnn. 

On  June  2^^    1973,    tb.e  Picecutlve  Corr^-ilttcc  of  tlie  Rxscoarch 


Irxiia  r>,  n.  Crnninton,  ContmlBrs loner  January   lip    1974 

Baparfr.icnt  of  Cc.\?:xAinity  Afifni'.rn  Tago  2 

Burcriu  .'igrccd  to  ctn{:a  itn   1.971  npprovnl  subject   to  conditiona    (2)    nnd    (3)   cited 
above. 

T^?o  othor  conditlonn  of  npprovnl  voro  added  by  tha  E;:c:cut.ivo  Coronittce 
an  a   rccalt  of   tlsa   Siipplcrr.ontnl  Agreement   to    the  L^ifctor  of   Intent  \.-h.lc.h  fcquircd 
that  tlia  dovalopnra  ohnll  undcirtakG  to  cni;ry  out  tb.G  major  elements  of  the  Pnrk 
P1r30  (lovolor;"ant  by  cotoblinhlng  n   linitod  dividend  entity  undo::  the  provinv'.onn 
of  Chnptor   IP.lA  of  the  Cer.o::n5.  L::vo  of  n^jscnchueottn. 

Tho  firnt  cddtticnnl  condition  vna   thnt   the   taircn  to  bo  pnid  from  rny 
olcTienC  of  the  project  developed  under  C.l?.iA  ohould  be  no   lean  then  the  real  cotate 
Cr":co  liJhlch  the  City  rould  realise  if  that  element  of  the  project  vovo  not  dev"' 
eloped  by  n  GdSI.A  crstity  end  \;ould  be   taijed  the  name  oe  Gix.iilnr  nc-^;  dovelopz:eut 
in  th-j  City. 

The  occond  additional  condition  \hr[a   that  any  ta-;!  agrocnantn  bet;?een  the 
City  nnd  the  C.121A  entity  bo  e-ubject   to  public   ecrutiny  and  revic:;  before  nuch 
Ggrccnento  x;ere  actually  C3:ccutcd. 

Tlie  neaearch  Bureau  io  reiterating  again  itn  fct)  prcviouo  approvale 
of  the  rnrl*   Plann  r:rojeet„     The  Recearch  Huxeau'n  re.".o-:mendation  before  th:i  City 
Council  rcgerdirg  tCT-rrO  of  defasilt  hao  been  ratinficd  by  the  current  rubni.eeion 
for  r.pprovel  of  tF:o  Project  to  th.e  State 'r.  Depnrtir.ont  of  Cnfn:nunity  Affaire. 
The  prcrent  ru";r!iGaion  defineo  "caueen  beyond  Urban' a  rcnncnr;blo  control"  nr3  not 
ineludii-g  interc.et   3Gve3.3  or  n^nrhet  conditiono  or  the  devoloner'^D   in.r:bilit3r  to 
obtni'.a  f inr.r.ein^.     The  c'e-celoper  uill  be  entitled  to  c^^tonolonn  of  tin-.e  v.p  to 
t'i.'el^'G  r.onthrj  bnecd  upon  the  roviired  tine  achedule,  hfr.7c\'er^    if  natioml  fiecnl 
policy  nAir.ri.v^.atoe  availnble  credit  on  fcnniblo  teniae  for  thin  tjnie  of   large"» 
fscale  develop-nent,     Tiiic  in  a   rcaronablo   interpretation  of  the  rinko   th'it  tb.e 
developer  cea  foresee  and  oatinfieo  the  Hecearch  Pureau'e  condition  regarding 
torma  of  default. 

Sincerely  you.rs. 


Joseph  R.  Pnrresi 
Ejtccutive  Director 
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January  21,  1974. 

Councillor  Christopher  lanella 

Chairman 

Committee  on  Urban  Development 

Boston  City  Council 

Boston  City  Hall 

Boston,  Massachusetts  02201. 

Dear  Councillor  lanella. 

Once  again,  the  Greater  Boston  Real  Estate  Board  would  like  to  be  recorded 
in  support  of  the  Park  Plaza  Project.   This  reaffirms  our  position  stated  in  letters 
to  fox-mer  Commissioner  Miles  Mahoney  of  the  Department  of  Community  Affairs  in 
January,  1973  and  to  then  Acting  DCA  Commissioner  E.  William  P^ichardson  in  April 
1972. 

Basically,  our  position  notes  that  the  Park  Square  area  has  been  suffering 
from  general  deterioration  for  some  time.  With  the  exception  of  the  Howard  Johnsons 
hotel  and  the  57  Restaurant  the  most  recent  development  in  the  area  was  the  Statler 
Hotel  40  years  ago.  More  than  80  percent  of  the  buildings  in  the  area  v;ere  built 
prior  to  the  1890' g.  Given  these  conditions,  the  Board  feels  that  a  project  such  as 
Park  Plaza  would  produce  a  significant  revitalization  of  the  Park  Square  section  and 
provide  a  desirable  link  between  upto^-m  and  dovmtox.'n  Boston. 

The  Board  would  also  like  to  restate  its  belief  that  private  developers, 
with  the  cooperation  of  government  agencies,  should  be  encouraged  to  Invest  in  the 
redevelopment  of  Boston,  particularly  now.   This  type  of  development,  properly 
coordinated  by  City  and  State  officials,  will  serve  many  good  purposes,  including 
the  strengthening  of  the  City's  economic  base. 

In  line  with  this  position,  the  Board  hopes  that  the  council  will  take  no 
action  that  will  in  any  way  jeopardize  or  undermine  the  proposed  project. 

Please  consider  this  as  written  testimony  for  the  January  22nd  hearing  on 
matters  relating  to  Park  Plaza  and  include  it  as  part  of  the  permanent  record. 

Sincerely, 


Shepard  Bro^-m 
President 


MS. 
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125  HIGH  STREET  •  BOSTON.   MASSACHUSETTS  02110  •  Telephone    (617)    426-1250 


STATEMENT  OF  VJILLIAM  F.  CHOUINARD,  DIRECTOR  OF  COMMUNITY 
DEVELOPMENT,  GREATER  BOSTON  CliAMBER  OF  COMMERCE,  IN  SUPPORT 
OF  THE  URBAN  RENEV7AL  PLANS  FOR  PARK  PLAZA,  BEFORE  THE  STATE 
DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMUNITY  AFFAIRS,  JANUARY  16,  1973. 


My  name  is  William  F.  Chouinard,  and  I  am  appearing  before 
you  today  in  my  capacity  as  Corairtunity  Development  Director  of 
the  Greater  Boston  Chamber  of  Commerce  to  record  our  organization ' r 
support  for  the  revised  urban  renewal  plan  proposed  for  the 
jiPark  Plaza  area. 

This  posture  on  the  part  of  the  Chamber  is  consonant  with 
our  long-standing  support  for  efforts  to  revitalize  the  Boston 
core.   In  our  opinion.  Park  Plaza  represents  just  such  an  effort. 

Specifically,  we  believe  the  revised  plan  unjer  discussion 
today  offers  the  City  a  unique  opportunity  to  ta):  ^  a  presently 
blighted  and  underutilized  section  of  the  downto->.".  area  and 
transform  it  into  a  more  productive  and  far  more  ■ aluable 
property.   In  our  estimation,  the  project  plans  offer  an 
appropriate  mix  of  residential,  retail,  office,  hotel  and 

parking  facilities all  of  which  would  provide  'c-    strong  link 

ILetwecn  the  downtown  business  district  and  the  Prudential  com- 


plex . 


But  these  arc  not  the  only  benefits.   Imple:r.cntaticn  of  the 
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Park  Plaza  project  will  inject  the  downtovm  area- with  the  vitality 
of  a  new  residential  coitmunity.   It  will  create  hundreds  of  new 
jobs,  and  result  in  added  hotel  space  to  support  our  convention 
and  tourism  industry.   Beyond  that,  it  could  very  v^ell  serve  as 
a  stimulus  for  further  improvement  of  the  overall  central 
business  district. 

Our  brief  analysis  of  the  documents  included  in  the 
resubmission  of  plans  to  your  Department  would  appear  to  indicate 
that  many  of  the  deficiencies  noted  in  the  original  proposal  have 
been  corrected.   The  Chamber  recognizes,  however,  that  certain 
concerns  will  extend  beyond  the  Plan's  approval.   I  refer 
specifically  to  development  of  the  Combat  Zone  end  the  Project's 
in-ipact  oh  both  the  Boston  Common  and  the  Public  Garden.   Con- 
sequently, we  endorse  the  idea  of  establishing  an  advisory 
committee  and  review  program,  as  outlined  by  the  BRA.   It  goes 
v7ithout  saying  that  we  would  cooperate  fully  wi'  a  such  a  reviev;. 

In  summary,  it  is  the  Chamber's  hope  that  you  will  find 
this  revised  plan  acceptable  and  that,  given  your  imprimatur, 
the  park  Plaza  project  can  proceed  without  further  delay. 

*■  #  # 


RETAIL   TRADE   BOARD 

.  38  CIIAUNCY  STREET 
BOSTON,  MASS.     02111 

HUbbard  2-3300 
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June  14,  1972 


Tha  Honorable  Francis  W.  Sargent 

Governor 

State  House 

Boston,  Massachusetts  02133 

Dear  Governor  Sargent: 

The  Retail  Trade  Board  of  Etoston  has  long  supported  the 
redevelopment  of  the  central  city.    V7e  feel  that  continuation 
of  the  plan  is  essential  If  Boston  is  to  remain  a  viable  economic 
center. 

It  is  the  considered  opinion  of  the  Board  that  the  pending 
development  of  the  Park  Plaza  is  in  the  interest  of  all  the  citizens 
of  the  city  and  of  the  Commonv/ealth. 

It  is  therefore  our  hope  that  you  v/ill  assist  in  the  establishment 
of  this  program. 

Sincerely  yours. 


Rrank  R.  Bronstein 
President 


FRB:ag 
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BACK  BAY 


ASSOCI-CiTIOfM.  INC. 
419  BOYL3TON  STREET 
BOSTON,  MASS.  02116 
TCLEPHONC    266-1788 


Statement  of  Back  Bay"  Association 
RE:   Park  Plaza  Urban  Renewal  Project 
at  the  Public  Hearing  January  18,  1973 


*Iy  nane  is  Daniel  J.  Ahem,  Executive  Director  of  the 
Back  Bay  Association.   I  v/ish  to  record  the  Association  as 
favorinq  the  Park  Plaza  Urban  Renev;al  Project  provided  that 
there  is  established  a  properly  constituted  Project  Area 
Conmittee  to  serve  throughout  the  life  of  the  project, 

I  am  submittina  herewith  our  proposal  for  a  Project 
Area  Coitimttee  describing  the  composition,  functions,  and 
budget,  along  with  related  con.'nitinents  which  we  believe  should 
be  made  by  BRA.   In  general,  v;e  believe  that  this  proposal 
is  agreeable  to  the  Boston  Redevelopnent  Authority. 

In  this  decade  the  great  cities  of  America  are  struggling 
to  maintain  their  existence  as  centers  of  commerce  and  culture. 
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Unfortunately,  many  of  our  cities,  perhaps  most cf  them, 
seem  to  be  losing  this  battle. 

But  here  in  the  capitol  city  of  Massachusetts,  we  are 
proud  that  Boston  is  shov/ing  renewed  vitality,  Boston  is 
generally  considered  aiiong  the  very  few  cities  of  America 
with  good  survival  prospects  for  the  future. 

For  many  years  employment  had  been  declining  in  Boston, 
but  since  1963,  jobs  have  been  increasing  in  the  central  city. 
Retail  activity  is  holding  up  surprisingly  well.   The  vital 
tourist  and  convention  industries  are  expanding.  Boston  is 
a  major  supplier  to  the  nation  of  educational,  medical  and 
financial   services. 

There  is  a  commercial .construction  boom  in  Boston  and 
families  are  returning  to  the  city.  At  night  Boston  is  one 
of  the  brightest  and  safest  of  the  large  American  cities. 

Boston's  surprising  success  is  due  in  very  large  measure 
to  its  urban  renewal  program.  Boston  has  the  third  largest 
urban  renewal  program  in  the  United  States.   It  has  been 
carried  out  skillfully  and  it  is  the  primary  stimulant  to 
Boston's  economic  recovery. 

But  this  program  must  be  continued  and  there  is  a  very 
dramatic  need  for  renev;al  in  the  center  of  the  Central  Business 
District.   The  major  projects  in  execution  so  far  have  been 
along  the  edge  of  the  Central  Business  District,  projects 
such  as  the  Government  Center  at  one  end  of  the  CBD,  and  the 
Fenv;ay  Project  two  miles  away  at  the  other  end  of  the  Central 
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Business  District. 

While  great  strides  have  been  made  in  these  peripheral 
developments,  the  very  center  of  Boston's  Central  Business 
District  is  deteriorating  and  one  can  easily  see  the  growing 
obsolescence  and  the  spreading  deterioration  along  the  inajor 
cominercial  streets  of  the  city,  including  VJashington,  Boylston, 
and  Stuart  Streets,  and  at  places  such  as  the  Combat  Zone, 
the  theatre  district  and  Park  Square. 

This  problem  has  been  obvious  for  a  decade  during  which 
BRA  has  mounted  very  am±)itious  plans  for  the  recovery  of  the 
very  center  of  the  Central  Business  District.   Unfortunately, 
the  lack  of  Federal  and  State  funds  has  prevented  renewal 
from  proceeding  so  far. 

But  in  1969  BRA  began  the  planning  of  a  privately 
financed  development,  a  new  and  vital  approach  to  city  re- 
building.  It  is  absolutely  essential  that  Boston  commence 
privately  financed  urban  renewal  at  this  time,  because  this 
is  the  only  currently  available  means  to  rebuild  and  regenerate 
life  in  the  central  city  at  this  time. 

Park  Plaza  is  one  of  the  most  exciting  concepts  for 
urban  renewal  ever  presented  in  any  city.   It  proposes  for 
Boston  a  great  shopping  and  entertainment  complex  in  th6 
form  of  a  long  covered  pedestrian  mall.   This  is  exactly  the 
kind  of  development  needed  to  recharge  the  economy  and  to  insure 
that  Boston  will  continue  to  be  the  center  of  shopping  and 
entertainment  for  Mev7  England. 
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If  .this  project  is  rejected,  the  prospects  for 
privately  financed  urban  ^renewal  in  Boston  may  be  eliminated, 
and  this  large  area  of  the  central  city  may  continue  to  decline. 

I  wish  to  emphasize  again  that  through  a  program  of 
major  renev;al  projects,  BRA  has  rescued  the  City's  economy, 
but  this  has  not  solved  all  of  our  problems  and  unless  the 
program  of  urban  renev/al  continues,  the  investment  made  thus 
far  may  be  jeopardized. 

It  had  been  suggested  that  if  this  project  is  defeated, 
private  ov/ners  in  the  area  will  rush  forward  with  new  renewal 
plans.   We  wish  to  point  out  that  these  ovmers,  who  are 
extremely  cap£ible  and  ivho  have  at  their  disposal  large-scale 
financial  resources,  have  had  this  opportunity  for  fifteen 
to  twenty  years  and  there  is  nothing  in  the  history  of  this 
situation  to  suggest  that  they  would  renew  the  area  in  the 
absence  of  a  publicly  organized  plan.   More  importantly,  we 
point  out,  as  DCA  has  already  implied  in  its  June  decision  on 
this  project,  that  no  development  of  any  important  scale  is 
likely  to  occur  here  without  the  use  of  eminent  domain  or 
other  special  governmental  powers,  and  therefore,  the  claims 
of  competing  private  developers  cannot  be  taken  at  face  value 
at  this  time. 

Anyone  who  argues  that  he  is  prepared  to  launch  a  private 
development  in  Park  Square  if  this  project  is  denied — should 
come  forward  at  this  time  and  provide  solid  evidence  that  he 
is  prepared  to  do  so. 
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A  project  of  the  magnitude  of  Park  Plaza  must  inevitably 
attract  opposition  and  criticism.   In  this  case,  it  is  sur- 
prising that  the  opposition  is  relatively  limited  and  comes 
primarily  from  tv;o  or  three  rather  small  segments  of  the  Boston 
population. 

Much  of  the  criticism  comes  from  the  property  ovmers  and 
residents  of  the  Back  Bay  and  Beacon  Hill  neighborhoods,  and 
this  is  quite  understandable  because  these  are  two  of  the  most 
successful,  attractive  and  affluent  neighborhoods  of  the  city 
and  it  is  only  natural  that  they  should  be  suspicious  of  vast 
change  in  this  part  of  the  city,  and  that  they  should  be  con- 
cerned that  the  neighborhoods  which  they  have  v/ell  maintained 
could  somehow  be  damaged.   They  have  argued  that  this  project 
may  damage  the  scale  and  attractiveness  of  Boston,  that  it 
may  injur  the  nearby  parks,  and  that  it  may  somehov;  intrude 
upon  the  town  house  neighborhoods  themselves. 

I  should  like  to  comment  on  these  objections  as  they 
have  been  brought  by  Back  Bay  residents. 

Essentially,  I  v/ould  suggest  that  these  residents  review 
the  recent  history  of  the  Back  Bay.   This  is  a  highly  transient 
neighborhood  and  no  doubt,  many  of  the  residents — perhaps  most 
of  the  residents — are  not  fully  av/are  of  recent  programs  and 
events. 

It  is  well  kno^^n  that  there  has  been  a  successful  program 
of  preservation  for  the  area,  but  it  is  not  understood  that 
the  agencies  which  are  primarily  responsible  for  this  activity 
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are  the  sane  that  are  sponsoring,  or  supporting  the  Patk  Plaza 
Urban  Renev;al  Project.    ,• 

BRA  conducts  five  programs  v;ithin  the  Back  Bay.   Three 
of  these  are  urban  renewal  projects,  but  the  largest  program, 
measured  either  by  acreage  or  dollar  value,  is  the  preservation 
of  the  Back  Bay  architectural  district  which  contains  over  900 
to^^m  houses  and  which  is  among  the  largest — possibly  the 
largest — architectural  control  district  in  any  city  of  North 
America. 

This  program  was  initiated  in  the  mid  1960 's  by  a 
citizens  group  under  the  leadership  of  a  distinguished 
Back  Bay  resident,  Lawrence  T.  Perera,  who  is  here  today  to 
support  the  Park  Plaza  Urban  Renewal  Project. 

In  initiating  the  preservation  program,  Mr.  Perera  had 
the  support  of  the  Back  Bay  Association,  its  consultants,  and 
the  Boston  Redevelopment  Authority.   Since  the  program  was 
approved  by  the  General  Court  in  1966,  BRA  has  had  five  years 
of  successful  experience  in  protecting  the  architectural 
integrity  of  Back  Bay. 

It  was  this  same  combination  of  forces  which  launched 
the  progrcim  to  protect  and  renev;  the  Coramonv/ealth  Avenue  Mall. 
Today,  under  a  very  extraordinary  protective  program  the  his- 
toric Elm  Trees  of  the  mall  have  been  saved.   This  activity  is 
part  of  a  larger  program  to  improve  the  Back  Bay  parks. 
Citizens  groups,  the  Boston  Redevelopment  Authority,  City 
Agencies,  and  Back  Bay  corporations  have  invested  time  and 
money  on  a  large-scale  to  protect  and  improve  the  historic  parks 
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The  focus  in  the  years  ahead  Will  be  the  Public  Garden 
and  the  Common.   As  part  of  the  preliminary  planning  for 
Park  Plaza  there  has  been  developed  for  the  first  tine  an 
actual  program  for  the  rehabilitation  of  the  Garden  and  Common. 

In  1969,  BRA  proposed  a  90'  height  limit  for  the  entire 
residential  district  of  Back  Bay.   Specifically,  on  June  2,  ^C^ 
at  a  meeting  of  Back  Bay  residents  at  John  Hancock  Hall,  the 
BRA  Director  proposed  a  new  zoning  formula  to  prohibit  any 
high-rise  construction  along  the  six  miles  of  street  frontage 
in  the  residential  district.   At  the  same  time  he  proposed 
planning  and  zoning  policies  which  would  divert  all  high-rise 
construction  to  the  area  south  of  Newbury  Street  along  the 
so-called  high  spine  and  in  the  Park  Square  area.   Specifically, 
at"  that  meeting  he  proposed  major  high-rise  development  in 
Park  Square.  .  • 

That  plan  v;as  applauded  and  supported  by  Back  Bay  residents 
and  has  become  the  official  City  planning  policy.   Under  this 
policy  the  residential  area  has  been  rezoned  to  prohibit  high- 
rise  buildings. 

Now,  it  should  be  understood  that  the  development  of 
higher  buildings  south  of  Nov/bury  Street  and  in  Park  Square 
is  part  and  parcel  of  this  total  plan  to  allow  the  City  to 
grow  and  progress  economically,  while  at  the  same  time  preserving 
the  handsome  19th  Century  neighborhoods  north  of  Newbury  Street. 

There  are  many  people  in  the  Back  Bay  and  elsev;here  who 
are  opposed  fundamentally  to  urban  renewal  as  a  process  which 
they  believe  destroys  our  architectural  legacy  and  produces 
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contemporary  ugliness.   But,  these  are  the  very  same  people 
v;ho  usually  admire  the  new  City  Hall  and  the  nev;  Library 
building  at  Copley  Square,  as  well  as  the  restoration  of  the 
Old  City  Hall  and  the  Sears  Crescent  Building,  and  they  support 
the  vast  renovation  programs  for  the  old  markets  and  the 
dov/ntown  wharfs.   They  also  support  the  preservation  of  historic 
Back  Bay  and  they  will  shortly  applaud  the  conversion  of  an 
abandoned  Richardson  building  for  the  Institute  of  Contemporary 
Art. 

All  of  these  activities  are  under  the  administration  of 
BRA.   In  fact,  the  Boston  Redevelopment  Authority  is  one  of 
the  most  effective  agencies  in  North  America  for  the  preserva- 
tion of  19th  Century  architecture  and  for  the  historic  environ- 
ment of  an  old  city. 

The  record  shov;s  that  the  Authority  is  capable  of  planning 
and  executing  the  Park  Plaza  Urban  Renev/al  Project  in  a  manner 
that  is  sensitive  to  the  historic  surroundings  and  in  a  way 
that  will  help,  not  hurt  the  surrounding  neighborhoods. 

BRA  has  the  capacity  to  carry  out  this  project  properly, 
but  vie   believe  that  this  capacity  can  be  best  used  if  there  is 
a  continuous  planning  program  v/hich  involves  the  agencies  from 
the  surroundina  areas.   That  is  why  we  believe  that  a  forceful 
Project  Area  Committee  is  essential. 

In  connection  with  this  committee  there  are  two  issues 
that  are  particularly  important:   tine  and  money. 
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We  believe  that  the  Project  Area  Committee  should  have 
been  set  up  a  lona  tine  ago,  in  which  case  the  project  would 
be  further  advanced  than  it  is  today.   Now,  we  believe  that 
BRA  should  v/aste  no  tine  in  establishing  the  Project  Area 
Committee.   It  should  be  constituted  before  February  1,  1973, 
and  it  should  be  in  operation  regardless  of  any  action  taken 
by  your  department  or  any  other  adninistrative  or  legal  agency 
of  government. 

Ue  believe  the  agency  must  have  a  budget  and  have  recom- 
mended a  modest  program  of  expenditure.   Unless  there  is  a 
budget,  the  agency  will  have  no  independence  and  cannot  function 
properly.   We  believe  that  these  funds  should  come  from  the 
Project  planning  and  development  expenditures  and  they  should 
be  paid  directly  by  the  developer,  Boston  Urban  Associates. 

T-Je  would  hope  that  BRA  and  Boston  Urban  Associates  would 
agree  to  assume  these  responsibilities.   If  they  do  not,  we 
respectfully  request  that  your  department  require  them  to  do 
so  as  a  con-^icion  of  approval  of  this  project. 


/-   fi'  f  /  • 


f 


THE  LENOX 

f.    f    0     r        ,  ■'10    BOYLGTONSTRrrT    •    BOSTON,   M  A'.SAC  H  u-iETTS    OZ110    •    '.B17)    S.-^C-S; 

r.^V  i;j'  ■&■       t  PRUDENTIAL    CENTER    /    CO-LEY    SQUARE 


PRIVATE     OFFICE 


January   16,    1973 


Mr.    Miles    Mahoney,    Commissioner 
Department    of    Community   Affairs 
Commonwealth   of    Massachusetts 
100    Cambricige    Street 
Boston,    Massachusetts 

Dear   Mr,    Mahoney: 

I    am   the    President   of   The    Lenox   Hotel    and  the 
Managing    Director    of    the    Copley    Square    Hotel 
and   wish   to    be    recorded   in    favor    of    the    Park    Plaza 
Development. 

I    have   been    active   in   Back   Bay   real    estate   for   over 
20   years    and   have    seen    what   the    Prudential    Center 
has    meant   to    the    rebirth    of    Boston.       1    am    equally 
confident   that    Park    Plaza    will    achieve    similar    re- 
sults. 


Sincerely   yov.rs, 


-\J 


T--'.-  yoa 


L^t- 


Roget^    A.    Sounders 
President 


RAS:bcs 


\-\v  ■  \^vu--r 


THE  COMMONWEALTH  OF  MASSACHUSETTS 

EXECUTIVE  OFFICE  OF  TRANSPORTATION  AND  CONSTRUCTION 

IB  TREMONT  STREET 

BOSTON,  MASSACHUSETTS   02108 


ALAN  ALTSHULER 

SECRETTARY  OF 

TRANSPORTATION    AND 

CONSTRUCTION 


17  Jar 


1973 


Christopher  A.  lannella 

Boston  City  Council 

New  City  Hall 

One  City  Hall  Square 

Boston  J  Massachusetts   02201 

Dear  Councillor  lannella: 


JAN  19  1973 


BOSTON  REDEVELOPMENT  AUTHORITY 
.     OFFICE  OF  THE  DIRECTOR 


As  you  know,  a  staff  reviev;  of  the  Park  Plaza 
project  was  conducted  at  my  request  to  evaluate  its 
transportation  planning  aspects. 

The  analysis  revealed  a  number  of  specific  trans- 
portation issues  which  will  call  for  further  exploration 
with  the  BRA  as  and  when  the  project  goes  forward,  but 
on  the  whole,  we  found  that  the  transportation  features 
of  the  plan  had  been  prepared  very  vjell. 

I  communicated  to  Commissioner  Mahoney  that  I 
had  no  objection  to  the  Park  Plaza  proposal  on  trans- 
portation grounds ,  although  I  did  anticipate  working 
closely  V7ith  Mr.  Kenney  and  his  staff  on  the  refine- 
ment of  the  plan's  "transportation  aspects.  I  do  not 
believe  that  Commissioner  Mahoney  ever  expressed  any 
transportation  objections  to  the  BRA  Park  Plaza  pro- 
posal. 

I  have  never  sought  to  make  an  overall  evalua- 
tion of  the  Park  Plaza  plan,  and  thus  I  would  prefer- 
to  remain  neutral  on  the  issue  of  its  overall  merit. 
At  the  same  time,  I  do  want  to  make  clear  that  I 
commend  the  BP^A  for  the  quality  of  the  transportation 
features  of  the  plan. 


AA :  bv7p 


■/  yt-  f^v/- 


Ui  i-^ 


Grp.nler  Boslon  Real  Eslale  Board 


24  School  street,  Boslon,  Massactiusetts  02108 


617-523-2910 


Inc.  1889 


President,  WILIITM  r.  KcCALL,  JR. 
Clerk,         MYRON  C.  RODERTS 


Vice   Presidents,    DAVID  H.  BRADLEf,   ARTHUR  W.   DIEI'.ER,   FnA.NKl.m  E.  KARTi:^ 
Tre»surer.   SKEPARD   DKOWH  •  Executive  Vice  President,  ANDREW  F.  HICKET 


January  16,  1973. 


Commissioner  Miles  Mahoney 

Department  of  Community  Affairs 

14th  Floor 

100  Cambridge  Street 

Boston,  Massachusetts  02202. 


Dear  Commissioner  Mahoney, 

The  Greater  Boston  Real  Estate  Board  would  like  to  be 
recorded  in  favor  of  the  proposed  Park  Plaza  project  currently  being 
considered  by  your  department. 

This  reaffirms  our  prior  position  that  the  project  would 
be  a  significant  move  tovjards  revitalization  of  an  important  section 
of  the  City.   It  would  serve  as  an  attractive  connecting  link  between 
uptovm  and  downtowii  Boston  and  encourage  the  desperately  need&d  tax 
income  to  the  City. 

The  Board  also  believes  that  private  d;.velopers,  with  the 
cooperation  of  Government  bodies.,  should  be  encour.-.ged  to  invest  in 
the  City,  particularly  now.   This  type  of  developr.ent ,  properly 
coordinated  with  City  and  State  officials,  will  serve  many  good 
purposes,  including  the  strengthening  of  the  City's  economic  base. 


We  urge  your  approval. 


Sincerely  yours. 


'V  '■■/ 

/' 

l/^//,..- 

•'/■' 

/.// 

William  F. 

McCaT 

.,  Jr 

President 

MS. 


Greater  Boston  Hotel  &  Motor  Inn  Association 


^V  Prcsideni 

^^  rtJDFnr  sage 

Fcn.vay  l.'olor  Hotels 
V/co  PriT./rycnt 

RICHtRD  W.   BA.-:C[K 
Sticia'.Jr.  [i:".lcn  li;;cl 

Trcu'isurcr 

THEODORE  A.  BERtiS 
Fen.vay  I.'o'Gr  Ho;':','. 

Directors 

WIUIAM  R.  EBERSCL.  Chairman 

JOHN  CA!.'tRCII 

FRANK  DANEHY 

ROGER  A.  SAUI.DERS 

THOI.'AS  P.  McNAI.MRA 

MICHAEL  SCrt'.VEICER 

MEMBER    HOTELS 

AVERY  HOTEL 
20  Avcrv  SUeet.  Bcstin  02112 

i:62eo&j 

THE  BRADFORD  HOTEL 

275  Tremont  Street.  Boston  02116 

125- NOO 

THE  CHILDRESS   INH 

3'12  LonEv.'ood  Avenue.  Boston  02115 

731 -hPCO 

THE   COLONNADE 

120  Huntington.  Aienue.  Boston  02!  16 

251 -2800 

HOTEL   CONTINENTAL 

29  Garden  Street.  Csr-brid,-e  02;3?. 

547-5!0a 

COPLEY  SQUARE  HOTEL 

47  Huntincton  Ai-enue.  Boston  02116 

536-9000 

HOTEL  ESSEX 

695  Atlantic  A/enue.  Boston  02111 

•  ':62-9000 

FEIIWAY-EOYISTON  MOTOR   HOTEL 
1271  Bcylston  Street.  Boston  C2215 
267-f.3O0 
FEHWAY-CAI.'BRIDGE  MOTOR   HOTEL 
777  Memorial  Dn.e.  Ci-Ttiridre  021 3i 
•;92-777? 
FENWAY-COMMONWEALTH   MOTOH   HOTEL 
575  Cornmon.'.-eaitii  A.enje.  Boston  02215 
257-310e 
HOLIDAY  INN  OF  BOSTON 
Blossom  Street  at  CsmbriCce  Street,  Boston  C211-; 

7-2-7'^3.J 

HOWARD  JOHNSON'S  MOTOR  LODGE 

5  Hov;ard  Jorinson's  P:3:a.  Dotcr.eil-:r  02123 

2S3-3330 

HOWARD  JOHNSON  57  HOTEL 

200  Stuart  Street.  Boston  G2il6 

482-1830 

THE  LENOX  HOTEL  &  MOTOR  INN 

710  Boylston  Street.  Boston  02116 

536-5300 

MADISOH  MOTOR  INN 

25  Nashua  Street.  Boston  0211-: 

227-2605 

MIDTOV/N    •••OTCR    INN 

220  Huntington  Avenue.  Boston  02!  15 

262-1000 

THE  PARKER   HOUSE 

•  60  School  Street.  Boston  02; 03 

227-8600 

RAMAOA   INN 

1234  Soldiers  Field  Road.  Boston  G2I35 

251-123-1 

THE  RITZ-CARLTON 

15  Arlington  Street.  Boslon  C2117 

536-5700 

SHERATON-BOSTON  HOTEL 

39  Dalton  Street.  Boston  02193 

236-2000 

SHERATON-COMMANDER  HOTEL 

15  Garden  Street.  Camtjndre  02138 

547-;800 

SHERATON-PLAZA  HOTEL 

•  Copley  Sqjjre,  Soslon  .-,:;|6 

267-5:l0 
HOTEL  SCNtSTA 
LOg.Tn  Airport.   Bo. ton  O.SJR 
569-9300 
STATLERHILTON  HOTEL 
Park  Sojare.  Boston  02117 
42G-200U 
TERRACE   MOTEL 
1D50  Coninionrtealth  Avenue.  Bostiiii  '.?;3-) 
566-62'jO 


Executive  Viro  Praidc-nt 

MAitlAl;  S.  STArfDRO 

Legis.'.ifrVe  Counsel 

CHARLES  A.  COrlE 


73   TREMOfIT   ST.    rOSTOr:   C21C3 

SUITE   1013 

TELEPKOfvE  227-1616 


January  12,  19  73 

Comm.issioner  Miles  T.  Mahoney 
StatG  Department  of  Community  Affairs 
Leverett  Saltonstall  Building 
Boston,  Massachusetts 

Dear  Commissioner  Mahoney: 

The  proposed  1000-room  hotel  to  be  built  as  part 
of  the  Park  Plaza  project  and  to  be  operated  by 
Western  International  Hotels  v;culd  provide  Boston 
with  the  ability  to  attract  major  conventions  to 
this  area.   There  are  presently  national  convention 
groups  who  shy  av/ay  from  this  city  due  to  "the 
lack  of  major  hotel  facilities.   The  Park  Plaza 
project  would  enable  Boston  to  compete  on  an  equal 
footing  for  this  business  with  other  cities.   The 
smaller  hotels  and  motor  hotels  in  turn  would 
benefit  from  the  "overflow  factor"  of  major 
conventions . _ 

In  addition  VJestern  International  Hotels  have  a 
national  sales  organization  v;hich  could  generate 
business  into  Massachusetts  v/h.-ch  heretofore  was 
directed  to  their  other  properties  throughout 
the  country.   Western  International  Hotels  enjoy 
an  excellent  reputation  in  our  industry. 

From  an  economical  and  profess  onal  standpoint 
we  v;ould  v;elcome  the  proposed  -  ark  Plaza  hotel 
as  an  integral  part  of  the  hos  itality  field 
here  in  Boston. 

Very  truly  yours , 


Robert  Sage     ^ 
RS/cb 


JOHN   PHILOPOULOS  ASSOCIATES 

200  STUART  STREET 
BOSTON,  MASSACHUSETTS  02116 


AREA   CODE   617 
542-2487 


January  15,    1973 


Commissioner  Miles  Mahoney 

Massachusetts  Department  of  Community  Affairs 

100  Cambridge  Street 

Boston,    Massachusetts 

Dear  Corrunissioner  Mahoney: 

As  the  owners  and  developers  of  the  57  Complex  at  Stuart  and 
Charles  Street  South,  we  would  like  to  strongly  support  the  proposed 
Park  Plaza  plan,    and  hope  that  your  office  will  approve  this  project. 

Our  reasons  for  supporting  Park  Plaza  are  in  part  selfish. 
We  have  invested  considerable  amounts  of  money  and  time  in  this 
building  and  believe  it  to  be  one  of  the  finest  connplexes  in  the  New 
England  area,    but  one  of  our  continuing  problems  is  the  area  betvs^een 
the   57  and  the  Public  Garden.      It's  an  area  with  an  extraordinary 
amount  of  parking  lots,    billboards  and  streets.      "We  do  not  believe  that 
a  neighborhood  in  the  middle  of  Boston,    next  to  one  of  the  loveliest 
public  gardens  in  the  nation,    should  be  devoted  almost  entirely  to  these 
conditions. 

Beyond  our  interest,    however,    are  those  of  the   City  of  Boston. 
Increased  taxes,    increased  employment  (both  during  construction  and 
after)  as  well  as  increased  open  space  are  some  of  the  benefits  that 

v/ill  accrue  to  the  city and  these  -will  be  in  substantial  amounts.      It 

would  seem  to  us  that  Park  Plaza  is  the  kind  of  project  that  should  be 
supported.      No  one  project  and  no  one  building  can  meet  all  of  the 
numerous  needs  of  the  City  of  Boston.     However,    Park  Plaza  goes  a  long 
way  toward  meeting  a  large  number  of  the  city's  needs,    and  it  is  the  kind 
of  plan  that  should  be  implemented.      Thank  you. 

Sincerely, 

JOTIN  PHILOPOULOS  ASSOCIATES 


JP:ebp 


•    m  <i^  m  ^  ^  -^  m 

CHINESE   CONSOLIDATED    BENEVOLENT   ASSOCIATION 

OF  NEW   ENGLAND 

14   OXFORD   STREET 
BOSTON,  MASSACHUSETTS  02111   -  U. S. A. 


June  25,   1973 


Levd-S  Cra::i.:'ton,    Conrnissioiier 

j\assachusetts  Department,  of  Coriimanity  Affairs 

100  Cabbrid^e  Street 

Boston,   i-Iassachusetts 

Dear  Cornioissioner: 


As  the  president  of  the   Chinese  Consolidated  Eenevoleiit  Association  of 
l]e\j  England  and  as  the  oi/ner-operator  of  a  restaui'ejit  in  Chinatovm, 
adjacent  to  t  te   Park  Flaza  piroject,    I  v/ant  to  add  iiiy  support  to  this 
project  and  urge  its  approval  bv  the  State, 

I  thinlc  I  reflect  the  general  ojdnion  of  the  Chinese  corrmunity  v;hen  I 
say  that  ire  are  concerned  that  the  e^d-sting  blight  rj^d  decadence  in  the 
project  area,   particular^  lower  './'ashington  Street  be  elimnated  through 
this  anibitious  rene\.'al  project. 

I  have  been  iiiforncd  by  the  BIlA.  thiat  the   C'ninese  cbm;;iunity  v;ill 'certainly 
be  a  part  of  th:;  decision  making  process  on  anj  portions  of  the  project 
v/hich  affect  us  in  any  v.'ay. 

I  am  delighted  that  the  BRA  has  fori.ied  a  cora::Unity  advisory  group  and  that 
the  Chiiiese   consolidated  Benevolent  dissociation   (of  -..-hich  I  ara  president)  is 
included. 


Yours  truly. 


•  -    '  President 


^ 


:r' v-^-;--^'----'>  -■«';-■  .;,...-..  y--.-; -,;_..=   , -.v.        ■   •  AFL  -  CIO 

F^|'/;:u.>':?*iv''.:V.S  '  ArllDr^ton/nccton,  Eclmont,  Broolilir.o,  Burlir^lon,  Carr.brW.Tc;  Ccnton,  Chelsea   '   ,- 
\^W':'-^'-''i-\--~V''  -^''^^^^  Milton,  Nonvood,  RcadJiWi  Kcvore, 

•  ■•  r.' r.?^' V-.  T-'v  ■  •  •'  '.'r'-  SomerviLlo,  F.foacham,  waUcCcId,  Wcatwood,  V/lnthrop,  V/iacheater,  V/oborn,  and 
;\V< /O^.jJjT'v;'^  .';''•.'••"  the  InliUida  of  Boston  ilorbor.  •>.■•-■■■••"'.•■,." 


■^'.^2J>.4i7'-^  •'-••"'■':•  :■■':;  ■  V-.-iei   MASSACHUSETTS  AVE. 

-^'■V.Telcphoae    .:"■■■     '^■"-.■:'''     ■>"    r '• '  •■^\  '  ■•'^i     ■-■;••  ■.■■'■■^,^:vV•     .•:•■':'■''  '  •  '  Room  407 

KEnmore  6.2722-6-2725  :',:■    :\^'::-\-':  "■''"'  ^'    '-""^'- '  ^' ■'  \'  -':■  BOSTON,  MASS.   02  US 


0 


.  I, 


•v"  Honorable  Francis  W,  Sargent      '  .  rvl  ." .. . '  ^  .•-....  ..i-y-^^^....  v-.-.  . 

;"  Conmonwealth  of  Massachusetts       ..■-..—.:.._...    ,..,-.,...■.-. 
;;;-,.  State  House  ■  ■ -;;  .A':•XJ^^;■■".^";^''v- ■  •  ^ '^^ -^  .■•■  ■■■"",■ 

';' Boston,  Massachusetts  02133        .  ^— -:V^^''c.V  -^  \  "'^"^  •  ''^■'"^".  - 

.'Dear  Governor  Sargent:  ' -.r. —  ""'■,   ''•' "  ' ''\':- '^r^"''  "    ■' 

•.'■    V7e  are  urging  you  once  again  to  give  the  full  support  and 
.'•■prestige  of  your  office  towards  approval  of  the  Park  Plaza  Urban 
^y  Renewal  Project.  ■'...: --i  ■-'■- 'pyy''^^^^^^^\^:-z.'.^-'i ''^r  ' -:\ 

..  '':".     ■    ■;  -We  are  writing  you  not  only  as  a  group  interested  in  the 
■jobs  this  project  will  produce  for  our  industry,  but  also  as  a    . 
group  that  is  extremely  interested  in  the  econoniic  future  of  the 

■  ■"'Comrconwealth,  \Ie   think  this  project  presents  as  unparalleled 
..  opportunity  for  Massachusetts  to  show  the  rest  of  the  nation  that 
■.this  state  is  one  which  encourages  and  welcomes  private  investment, 

•^'..  '."■;'/■■.  "  -  ■  ~At  a  time  ■Vv^en  the  Federal  government  is  cutting  back  on 
-;  urban  renet-ra.1  aid— and  at  a  time  when  the  national  administration 
..:^-"has  decided  to  close  defense  establishments  throughout  the 
"-'-.  Commonwealth — it  is  essential  that  the  state  do  all  in  its  power 
•to  induce  spending  on  the  part  of  the  private  sec tor, 

'  ■■■■  ■    ■  At  the  present  time,  there  are  20,000  unemployed  members 
of  the  building  trades  in  Massachusetts o  We  knovj  Park  Plaza  can 
provide  work  for  about  3^000  vrorkers  in  its  first  phase  alone. 
We  see  this  project  as  one  v;hich  can  take  men  off  unemployment, 
and  put  them  back  on  the  payroll, 

■'    In  many  cities  across  the  country-  new  development  in 
downtovm  areas  is  coming  to  a  stop.  Should  we  follow  suite?  Or 
should  Massachusetts  act  forcefully  and  id.th  imagination  so 
that  the  economic  expansion  can  continue?  I  am  confident  that 
your  concern  for  the  well-being  of  the  Commomrealth  will  prompt 
;  .  you  to  encourage  the  latter  course  and  lend  your  support  to 
this  project,         ■    ■■  .  .  ,  ..  ;  . 


"tBaUiding  and  Construction  Trades  Coimcil 
J -,of"  tiie  Metropolitan  District  ^^   ". .,_ 

■" ■■-.■...  •  '  ■-   '","■■/.;■;,  ^.;;  '^•;:.^;:•jf;> 

';':-•.•  ""•'."■  .■■!-{:^'--^'---^  v■-■v 


j-i-'i.  ■•  - -. ' 


^M't:'l?^ee;2 


-..(\ ..  •■.  ■•'•"r. 


....,,...  :';-vl'':'-v'--^^^        Plaza  is  a  project  that  will  do  much  to  upgrade  the 
;V-^::-:;^ ;•::•' '-quality  of  life  in  the  state's  largest  city.-  It  is  a  project  that 
''- ;^V ■'■""■•:=  will  almost  triple  the  tax  revenue  the  city  now  receives  from  that  ,■ 
"•-■': >;'■  ■■•■,•'  '  area.  It  is  a  project  that  will  result  in  7,000  new  jobs.  Jobs 
•  '•■,-■;;;-■  ■■-  above  and  beyond  those  for  the  building  trades.  .'  ,    .  \.  •;-.■■.•■  ' 

S;v"/ ■■■-■::.••■■-■■:-;■;' ■-:■  '■  1  j^ave  been  in  touch  with  the  BRA  concerning  this  latest 
~  ~  '--     submission,  and  I  am  greatly  impressed  ;ri.th  the  work  they  have 

■  '  .     done  on  the  project.  I  cite  the  extensive  analysis  of  the  environ- 
-•■       ment  (by  an  outside  consultant),  as  jubt  one  more  example  of  how 

■  ^-     .Park  Plaza  \-rLll  set  the  pace  for  the  rest  of  the  country  in  terms 

■  ;■   ..:  of  urban  renewal.  _,  .■  .:.'-'.'■■:■.■■.  ■;..'.■.:  -/•; 

.';•,■       In  addition,  I  have  also  been  informed  that  an  updated 

survey  of  building  conditions  in  the  area  shov;s  that  the  substandard 
building  conditions  are  almost  twice  the  amount  indicated  in 

"']."'■.>'■■     previous  surveys.  .       -  _\  -....  '^^  ;;' ■■';■  \:]  -]'''''^\:.' ',\--j- ':■{,.  -^ ^- 

'-■'.■  y •."■•';■     ■  "•■   Park  Plaza,  in  short,  is  needed,  not  only  because  of  its 
."'■'■■  ■  direct  economic  benefits,  but  because  it  is  in  the  best  long-term 
.,.  interests  of  the  city  to  eradicate  this  blighted  area.      •   -- ■ 


# 


-  ■  .  '     I  repeat,  Park  Plaza  is  vital  to  our  industry.  It  is 
vital  to  the  economic  expansion  of  the  state's  largest  city.  And 
it  is  vital  that  Massachtisetts  show  the  rest  of  the  nation  that^ 
this  is  a  state  where  private  investors  have  confidence  enough  in 
the  future  to  take  on  this  kind  of  project.        -      .  - 

..■  We  are  well  aware  that  you  have  publicly  stated  your 
support  for  Park  Plaza  in  the  past,  and  we  appreciate  those 
statement o  But  the  importance  of  this  project  is  such  that  we 
are  writing  you  once  more  to  remind  you  that  now,  more  than 
ever,  the  state  must  grant  the  necessary  approvals  so  this 
project  vdll  not  be  delayed  any  longer. 


Sincerely, 

William  (/.  ■  Cleary  / 
Secretary -Treasurer 


'•-•/•>'■■•>•;•:■ 


^'^'W-#'5HREVE,  [M/:?  &  LOW  CO.  --.s„.o.. 

BOYLSTON  AT  ARLINGTON  STRliET  '  BOSTON  '  MASSACHUSETTS  D2116  '  617  2D7-910C 


June  22,     1973 


??!,■>  .*,~  '"-•  r^'  •-,  U    (, 


i/ •: 


Mr.    Lewis  Crampton,    Commissioner 

The  Department   of  Community  Affairs  JuN  2  Cj  l; 

CoiTimonwealth  of  Massachusetts 

100  Cambridge  Street  COSIOa' R!lDEVE!.n?'i".'r  •^^^?^•n^■ 

Boston,    Massachusetts      02202  tirfi'CE  Or  l'!i£  yiv'rip.'j' 

Dear  Mr.    Crampton: 

Shreve,    Crump  &  Low  Coinpany  has  been  in  the  Back 
Bay  since   1930  and   we    have  seen  it  steadily  deteriora.te 
to  a  point  where  a  great  many  of  the  fine    concerns  nave 
left. 

We    feel  that  the  Back  Bay  area  should   be    one    of  the  nicest 
Shopping  Centers    in  the  world  and  sincerely  agree  that 
Park    Plaza   wovild  benefit  the  entire  area  treimendously. 
In  addition,    we  feel  that  Park   Plaza  would  help  the  security 
problem   which  has  become  extreinely  hazardous  in  the 
Back  Bay. 

We  are  certainly  in  favor   of,    and  strongly  recommend 
approval  of,    the    Park   Plaza  Project. 


Yours    very  truly, 


/ 


RSSjdbb  Richard  S.    Shreve 

President 


Local  Joint  Executive  Board  of  Boston 


BartcsdertJlnrf- Dining  Room  Employee*     Local  34 
Cooki  And  Pastry  Cooks  Association  Local  186 

#1,  Catering  And  Waitresses  Union         Local  277 


SUBORDINATE  TO 

Hotel  and  Restaurant  Employees' 

AND 

Bartenders'  International  Union 

A-F.L-CI.O. 


Tel.  423-3335 


58-62  Berkeley  Street 
Boston,  Mass.  02116 


June   5,    1973 


Mr.  Robert  T.  Kenney,  Director 
Boston  Redeveloperaent  Authority 
City  Hall 
Boston,  Mass 


Dear  Mr.  Kenney: 


BOSTON  REDEVELOPMENT  AUTHORITY 
As  representatives  of  the  Local  Joint  Executi\>S  KoS^^'^ 
of  Boston,  Hotel  &  Restaurant  Employees  and  Bartenders' 
International  Union,  AFL-CIO,  we  want  to  voice  our  strong 
support  for  the  Park  Plaza  project,  and  we  urge  that  the 
Department  of  Community  Affairs  approve  this  plan. 

There  are  many  good  reasons  for  Park  Plaza,  but  few 
reasons  are  more  important  than  the.  thousands  of  new  jobs 
this  project  will  create,  particularly  for  those  residents 
of  Boston  who  depend  on  the  continuing  grovrthof  the  hotei^food 
service -entertainment  business  for  their  jobs. 

We  are  also  concerned  that  the  delay  on  this  project 
will  allow  the  Park  Square  area  to  deteriorate  still  further, 
Blight  in  the  middle  of  the  city. adversely  affects  our  industry, 
and  we  think  it  is  vital  that  the  redevelopment  taJ<e  place  as 
soon  as  possible  so  that  Boston  can  continue  to  compete  for  the 
tourist  dollar.   In  addition,  redevelopment  in  Park  Square  will 
undoubtedly  attjjract-  back  to  the  city  middle  income  residents 
and  suburban  residents  who  will  patronize  the  many  restaurants 
and  entertainment  facilities  planned  for  the  project. 

In  the  past  decade,  the  redevelopment  of  Boston  has  had 
an  extremely  beneficial  effect  on  our  industry.   But  it  would 
be  disastrous  for  this  city  if  we  were  to  rest  on  this  plateau 
of  achievement,  if  we  were  to  allow  the  momentum  of  progress 
and  growth  to  tail  off. 


c 


'«^-^ 


BRA  -  LJEB 


We  think  Park  Plaza  represents  this  city's  best  chance 
to  remain  in  the  forefront  of  American  cities  and  we  think  it 
is  vital  that  Boston  retain  this  position  of  leadership  if  our 
own  industry  is  to  survive  and  flourish. 

It  should  also  be  pointed  out  that  our  industry  has 
served  traditionally  as  one  path  of  upward  mobility  for  many 
disadvantaged  members  of  this  society.   We  view  the  many  new 
jobs  to  be  created  by  Park  Plaza  as  a  direct  benefit  to  many 
low  income  residents  of  the  city  who  reside  within  walking 
distance  of  Park  Plaza 

We  think  there  is  no  need  to  debate  Park  Plaza  any 
longer.   We  think  the  merits  of  the  plan  are  quite  obvious. 
And  we  urge  that  approval  be  given  to  this  plan  as  soon  as 
possible.  : 

With  kindest  regards. 

truly  yours, 


Joseph   SteVkn^j^^ 
Secretary  -TreaTuiTG-c.,^^ 
LOcaP  Joint  Executive 


Board  of  Boston 
AFL-CIO 


JS;mas 
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BOSTON  REDEVELOPMENT  AUTHORITY 
OFFICE  OF  THE  DIRECTOR 


^ 


CaVMBERa  COMMERCE 


125  HIGH  STREET  •  BOSTON.   MASSACHUSETTS  021  lO  •  Telephone    (617)    426-1250 


June  25.    1973 


Mr.  Lewis  S.  W,  Crampton 

Commissioner 

Department  of  Community  Affairs 

Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts 

Dear  Commissioner  Crampton: 

In  behalf  of  the  Greater  Boston  Chamber  of  Commerce, 
I  wish  to  submit  to  you  a  statement  regarding  the  urban  renewal 
plan  for  Park  Plaza  which  is  currently  under  consideration  by 
the  Department  of  Comnaunity  Affairs, 

The  statement  is  included  with  this  letter.  Said  position 
was  endorsed  by  the  Greater  Boston  Chamber  of  Commerce  at 
a  meeting  of  its  Executive  Committee  on  June  20,    1973. 

Sincerely, 


.    ./;.   /V<- 


^, 


Fames  G.  Kelso 
Executive  Vice  President 


JGK:jca 


125  HrCH  STREET'  BOSTON.   MASSACHUSETTS  02  IIO  •  Telephone    (617)    426-1250 


June  21,   1973 

Statement  of  the  Greater  Boston  Chamber  of  Commerce 
in  support  of  the  urban  renewal  plans  for  the 

PARK  PLAZA  PROJECT 


The  Greater  Boston  Chamber  of  Commerce  supports  the  concept 
of  the  revised  urban  renewal  plan  proposed  for  the  Park  Plaza  area. 
However,  we  feel  that  the  Boston  Redevelopment  Authority  shoiild  seek 
stronger  assurance  with  respect  to  the  timing  and  eventual  completion 
of  the  project.     This  protection  could  be  secured  under  the  Master  Land 
Disposition  Agreement.  ■  • 

This  position  is  consonant  with  the  Chamber's  long  standing  sup- 
port for  efforts  to  revitalize  the  Boston  core.    Specifically  the  revised 
plan  offers  the  city  a  unique  opportunity  to  take  a  blighted  and  under- 
utilized section  of  the  downtown  area  and  transform  it  into  a  more 
productive  and  far  more  valuable  area.    The  project  as  planned  offers 
an  appropriate  mix  of  residential,  retail,  office,  hotel  and  parking 
facilities   —  all  of  which  would  provide  a  needed  link  between  the  down- 
town  business  district  and  the  Back  Bay  area. 

The  Chamber  recognizes  that  with  the  loss  of  Federal  funds, 
except  through  revenue  sharing,   urban  renewal  as  it  has  been  known 
in  the  past  no  longer  exists.     The  Chamber  also  believes  that  the  city 


Park  Plaza  Project  --2  June  21,   1973 

cannot  rely  upon  private  enterprise  alone  to  undertake  and  complete 
a  project  the  size  of  Park  Plaz.a. 

We  strongly  urge  the  Department  of  Community  Affairs   approve 
the  Park  Plaza  Urban  Renewal  Project. 


statement  of  Roger  A.  Saunders 
Vice  President,  Back  Bay  Association  "  • 
Before  the  Department  of  Community  Affairs 
■  Re:      Park  Plaza 
Date:   June  25,  1973  ' 

My  name  is  Roger  Saunders,  Vice  President  of  the 
Back  Bay  Association. .  I  am  here  to  record  the  Association 
in  favor  of  Park  Plaza  and  the  recommendations  made  by  the 
Civic  Advisory  Committee. 

Boston  needs  this  major  renewal  project  which  promises 
great  benefits  for  the  downtown  area.  Back  Bay,  and  the 
entire  city. 

The  Back  Bay  Association  has  supported  this  project 
from  the  beginning,  although  we  have  always  expressed  certain 
conditions,  knowing  that  such  a  complicated  project  raises 
many  questions. 

.  Last  January  we  appeared  before  your  department  to 
support  Park  Plaza,  provided  that  a  Civic  Advisory  Committee 
would  be  formed. 

We  are  pleased  that  the  Civic  Advisory  Committee  has 
been  created.   The  Back  Bay  Association  is  represented  on 
this  committee  and  familiar  with  its  recommendations  to 
improve  the  submission  in  areas  related  to  environmental 
protection,  the  Letter  of  Intent,  the  renewal  of  Parcels  4 
and  5,   and  the  continuing  review  process. 


2- 


And  so  we  respectfully  urge  DCA  to  approve  the  project 
with  the  modifications  recommended  by  the  Civic  Advisory 
Conmiittee.' 


Er 


hgland 
Life 


NEW  ENGLAND  MUTUAL  LIFE  INSURANCE  COMPANY/sOI  BOYLSTON  STREET.  BOSTON. MASSACHUSETTS  0E117  /    617     266-3700 


ROBERT  C.JORDAN 

L/ceculive  Vice  President  Finance  JMTIQ     20/      1973 


The  Honorable  Louis  W,  Crampton 

Commissioner 

Department  of  Community  Affairs 

The  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts 

JLeverett  Saltonstall  Building 

100  Cambridge  Street 

Boston,  Massachusetts   02202 

Dear  Commissioner  Crampton: 

I  understand  that  your  Department  is  again 
considering  the  Park  Plaza  Redevelopment  Plan  and  I  would 
like  to  renew  my  efforts  in  urging  that  this  plan  be  approved 
by  your  Department  so  that  the  project  might  proceed.   I  am 
enclosing  a  copy  of  my  letter  of  January  15  addressed  to 
Commissioner  Mahoney  when  the  project  was  up  for  consideration 
at  that  time,  since  my  position  has  not  changed  at  all  re- 
garding the  desirability  of  this  plan  for  the  City  of  Boston. 

While  I  am  not  a  resident  of  the  City  of  Boston,  I 
have  been  a  member  of  the  business  community  and  located  in 
the  Back  Bay  area  for  over  twenty-five  years.   I  have  always 
had  a  more  than  passing  interest  not  only . in  the  City  itself 
but  also  in  the  Copley  Square  and  Back  Bay  areas..  Within  the 
recent  past,  I  have  been  active  with  the  Boston  Chamber  of 
Commerce  on  their  Urban  Affairs  Committee  in  advocating  the 
development  of  the  Park  Plaza  Plan  as  it  has  been  amended  from 
time  to  time.   It  seems  to  me  important  to  point  out  that  I 
have  been  associated  with  the  proposed  developers  in  the 
financing  of  several  of  their  projects  throughout  the^ country 
and  I  am  confident  they  are  qualified  and  capable  of  carrying 
out  the  plan  when  the  road  is  cleared  for  them  to  commence. 


The  Honorable  Louis  VI,   Crampton 
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I  am  also  still  of  the  opinion  that  the  Park  Plaza  Plan  is 
needed  to  bridge  the  gap  that  has  existed  now  between  the 
Back  Bay  and  the  downtown  area. 

Favorable  consideration  is  again  very  strongly 
urged. 

Sincerely  yours, 
■Robert  c/ Jordan 


RCJ:bs 


\'evv 


-noion- 
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KEV/  EN'OmND  t/UfJAL  LIFE  IKSUr.ANC'     IC'-'-yM''  /  £0l  BOVLSTOI-'  cT^HET.  ECBTO.J.r-  -^•i-.VCHUoiTTS  C;M7         C17  •  /ii-j'CD 


r«ccu:.v(?  v.- 1  'csr.-  •  '-.---9  January  15,  19/3 


The  riono::c^blc  I  .l^s  IlahoriGy 
Corr.rai  v  a  i  on  e  r  " 

DDpa?:tr.icnt  of  C.-r-.ir; -.unity  hffiiirs 
The  Coi^.tnonvealt.".  of  I-iassc'chusetts 
Lover ctt  Salter,  tail  Bviilding 
100  Caiiibridge  Street    ■   .  ■■ 
Boston,  Massacho.sottG   02202 

Dear  Commissioner: 

In  various  capacities  over  the  7ast  t'.'o  to  three 
years  I  have  be  i>n  thoroughly  familiar  v;ith  the  Par?-:  Plaza 
Plan.   I  am  ext;;or.iely  pleased  to  ■  find  thc\:  it  isnov;  being 
reconsidered  an.?  I  understand  that  there  is  going  to  be  a 
hearing  regarding  the  Plan  this  v;ee]c. 

From  the  very  begini-:ing,  I  hav.:  felt  that  the  Par>. 
plaza  project  v.as  en  imaginative  plan  fo.  an  area  of  our  city 
V'hich  is  badly  in  need  of  revitalization  and  redevelopment. 
Although  I  am  not  a  resident  of  Boston,  7  have  been  a  m.ember 
of  the  business-  community  in  the  Back  Be.;  area  for  over  t"-3.:it\ 
five  years  and  I  naturally  liavc  a  very  e  ■  rong  interest  in  f.-.e 
city  and  its  proper  developm.ent. 

The  1-ark  Plaza  developm.ent  is,  it  the  very  best,  a 
difficult  on.e  c-pecially  v--ithout  the  ass:  stance  of  Federal 
aid.   It  has  bc.'n  my  considered  opinion   lat  the  developere 
that  \.'ere  selected  by  the  E.R.?..  are  bot'..  sufficiently  cuaii- 
fied  and  financially  responsible  to  succ;  ssfully  carry  out 
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this  ccvo.lopnicnt.   This  is  pbviounly  not  an  easy  task  but  I 
believe  t'.ie  developers  hr.ve  between  their,  a  b:';c?:loa  of  e::pcrienee 
anci  bec":gi'ouncJ  to  -r-.iccoss fully  carry  this  ir.oortant  develop-./.ent 
through  its  vr.riou:,  stacos. 

It  is  also  r;iy  very  strong'  opinion  that  the  Plan 
v.'ould  be  a  great  credit  to  the  city  and  to  t'lo  state  and  v.-ould 
help  to  clear  up  o..e  of  the  poorer  sections  of  this  Liajor  business 
center. 

Favorrble  consideration  is  strongly  urged. 

Sinc-erely, 

Robert  C./iJordan 


RCJrbs 


Robert  L. 
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J4r.  Lewis  W.  Crampton 

Commissioner 

Department  of  Community  Affairs 

100  Cambridge  Street 

Boston,  Massachusetts  02202 

Deax  Commissioner  Crajnpton-:  

My  wife  and  I  are  residents  of  the  Bay  Village  area 
.and  are  neighbors  to  the  .proposed  Park  Plaza  project. 

We  would  like  to  urge  your  support  and  approval  for 
the  most  recent  Park  Plaza  plans  as  submitted  by  the 
Boston  Redevelopment  Authority.   It  is  self  evident  to 
every  responsible  and  concerned  Bostonian  that  the  area 
involved  is  sorely  in  need  of  major  redevelopment. 
Additionally,  the  City  of  Boston  desperately  needs  the 
'increased  taxes  which  would  be  generated  by  this  invest- 
ment.  Finally,  the  Prudential  development  proved  that 
one  major  redevelopment  project  generates  numerous  other 
projects,  all  of  which  create  community  benefits  far  in 
excess  of  the  initiaJL  development.   I  strongly  believe 
that  Park  Plaza  will  do  for  the  Park  Square  .area  what 
Prudential  did  for  the  Prudential  area. 

"We  would  like  to  urge  you  -to  give  the  Park  Plaza 
project  your  early  and  favorable  consideration. 


Very  truly  yours\ 


.H^^iifn-  y.^t^-Jj 


bert  L.   Marr 


•RIM/ck 
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Commissioner  Miles  Mahoney 
Department  of  Corr.T- nity  Affairs 
State  of  Massachusetts 
Boston,  Massachusetts 


Dear  Commissioner  Mahoney; 


The  Boston  Society  of  Architects  has  consistently  supported  the 
redevelopment  of  the  Park  Square  Area.   It  endorsed  the  Park  Plaza  ' 
Plan  on  November  12,  1971,  stating  that  with  considerably  more  work 
it  believed  the  plan  could  be  completed  in  a  manner  which  would  be  in 
the  best  public  interest. 

We  strongly  support  the  intent  of  state  legislation  calling  for  a 
review  of  renewal  projects  such  as  this  one  by  the  Department  of 
Community  Affairs  to  assure  that  the  use  of  the  power  of  eminent 
domain  is  protected  by  as  strict  and  as  comprehensive  conditions  and 
procedures  as  the  best  guidelines  used  for  federally  and  state- 
supported  projects. 

As  stated,  in  this  resubmission,  "Park  Plaza  is  a  key  test  to  demon- 
strate the  viability  of  Boston's  strategy,  planning  and  development 
effort  for  the  city  core  area,  and  the  feasibility  of  new  approaches 
to  do^'Tntown  urban  redevelopment," 

We  do  not  know  v/hether  the  resubmitted  plan  may  be  found  to  be 
satisfactory  by  the  department  with  regard  to  the   ix  findings  it  must 
make  under  Massachusetts  General  Laws,  Chapter  121:^,  Section  48. 

Ws  understand  that  in  the  revised  letter  of  intent  submitted,  the  rules 
and  regulations  governing  state-aided  urban  renewal  projects  are 
declared  nonapplicable.   However  li'c''  also  understand  that  the  BRA  has 
proposed  to  form  a  Project  Advisory  Committee  which  will  replace  an 
important  element  of  these  regulations.   We  also  understand  that 
Mr.  Kenny  has  agreed  to  adopt  the  guidelines  for  this  Committee  pre- 
pared by  the  Back  Bay  Federation,  and  agrees  to  follow  to  the  greatest 
extent  possible  the  recommendations  of  this  Commit zae. 

We  urge  the  Department  to  accept  and  endorse  the  formation  of  this 
Committee. 


Coi'.intssioner   Mila.s   Mahoncy 

Pnc,e   2 
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If  the  Department  of  Co~.niunity  Affairs  is  able  to  make  positive 
findings  v.'ith  rejr.rd  to  the  Massachusetts  General  Laws,  Chapter  4-S,''-'  '' 
and  if  the  proposed  Project  Area  Reviev;  Con.mittee  functions  as  outlined 
above,  the  BSA  vjill  retain  its  position  of  support  for  the  Park  Plaza 
Plan. 


Sincerely  yours, 


THE  BOSTON  SOCIETY  OF  ARCHITECTS 
Johrl  C.  Hark'ness,  President 
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